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EPISCOPACY 


THE 


PERIL OF PROTESTANTISM. 








INTRODUCTORY. 


ILTON thought it a strange thing that of all the 
Reformed Churches the English alone should re- 
tain Episcopacy. How muchstranger stillis it in these 
days of greater knowledge, that the Episcopal order and 
office should be lifted above and enabled to flout the 
witness of experience, to lead the Church where 
they will, and into the very jaws of her enemies. 
The struggle of Protestantism versus Catholicism 
in the Church of England is being waged to-day over 
Ritual and Doctrine rather than over Polity (z.e., 
Government), and on either side under the banner 
of Episcopacy. Both sides accept the “ Lordship ”’ 
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tule, and it is under this rule that we see Catholicism 
triumphant and Protestantism shivering in defeat. 
Ought we to expect anything else under Episcopacy, 
seeing that the Ritual and Doctrine objected to by 
Protestant Churchmen originate in Episcopacy, and 
are bound up by tradition and practice with Episco- 
pacy, and only with Episcopacy? It is true our 
Church has its Protestant laws, but Bishops are human. 
Episcopacy is autocratic, Protestantism democratic, 
and Bishops cannot be expected to love both equally. 


THE FOUR CONTENDING FACTORS. 


We have four contending factors to deal with. The 
order of battle should be Protestantism ; the governing 
Episcopate; the Ecclesiastical Courts: these three 
together, against Catholicism. This is the order in 
which the Church stood as a good and true bulwark 
against Catholic aggression. But the Courts to-day 
are non-effective,.or worse, and the Episcopate has 
gone over to the Catholic side. 

This last fact is made unmistakable in the decennial 
Lambeth Conference Resolutions on Reunion, begin- 
ning with the year 1888. In these Resolutions the 
Bishops unanimously agree to refuse intercommunion 
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with any Christian body not recognising the exclusive ©) 


validity of the Ministry of the historic Episcopate. 


The Archbishops carry out this policy. They plead 
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with the Greek Catholic Churches for recognition and 
intercommunion, and pressingly deprecate the point- 
blank rejection of their similar appeal made to the 
Roman Catholic Church. All this amounts to a 
declaration of war against Protestantism. 


THE SOCTRIT: OF ¢PISCOPACY. 


The office of Episcopacy and the persons associated 
with the office have the assent of the people; 
and, the Bishops not being subject to deprivation, 
this assent abides whatever they may do. The 
office of Episcopacy and the persons appointed are 
two different things, but these, in conjunction, pro- 
duce a third, namely, the idea which is the spirit of 
Episcopacy. The laity asa power disappears. The spirit 
of Episcopacy, invisible, intangible, without place 
in nature, is discovered in its results. Observe the 
striking difference of Ritual and Doctrine in Episcopal 
and non-Episcopal Churches—the difference between 
these where control over the Church is retained by 
the people, and where it is given up to an Episcopate. 
Corrupt Catholic practice is rampant in the one and 
totally absent in the other. 


NATURAL ORDER AND CHURCH POLITIES. 
The one universal, persistent, saving factor in human 


affairs is the innate altruism of mankind in a particular 
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relationship, individually and collectively. As fathers, 
their hearts turn to the children coming after; as 
children, their hearts turn to their fathers. Exclusive 
gift of the heart, most wonderful; a potential force 
surviving tyrannies, oppressions and usurpations. Its 
product in free exercise is the natural order of human 
governance, civil and religious. In this order paternal 
altruism follows filial altruism. Both of these run 
together in experience and co-operate to carry man 
forward through life from the cradle to the grave and 
after. The divinely-given type of human affections in 
man’s nature leads into and merges, co-ordinates and 
co-operates, with its spiritual archetype—Fatherhood 
the Rule, Sonship the Hope, Brotherhood the Way. 
The Fatherhood is single and wholly in the line of 
paternity. 

This altruism which is man’s link in nature with the 
Father of all is, though ever present, yet in the indi- 
vidual, as a bread-winner for the children, weak in 
defence and only strong in the collective voice. 

Hence all the cunning attacks of ambition for power 
over fellow-man are set to break up its cohesive 
integrity, pervert its activities, and thus open a way 
for its own selfish aims. 

The polity of a non-Episcopal Church follows 
the natural order democratically and defends its free 
exercise. Episcopal polity, on the contrary, assumes 
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a divinely authorised supremacy over natural order 
and relationships. Episcopacy claims divine right 
to divide, to subjugate, and to construct an ye 
to suit its own aims and ends. 

To what other form of polity can we compare the 
Episcopal polity? Certainly not to the paternal 
polity of family life, for in this the children are brought 
up to expect, to welcome, and to discharge in mature 
years the full responsibilities of manhood. Episcopacy 
makes the family, all and always, children—the 
Bishops being “higher fathers,’ and the old and 
young alike, and indiscriminately, being children in 
their hands. A pseudo-Fatherhood is instituted—a 
Fatherhood disconnected with the line of paternity 
and its responsibilities. 


OPERATIVE EPISCOPACY. 


Episcopacy steps in between the governing and the 
governed, between master and servant, husband and 
wife, father and child. A crafty middleman it is, 
and self-seeking before all things. Spiritually, philoso- We 
phically, scientifically, Episcopacy is an interloper. 
Episcopal polity is a perpetual sovereignty, and the 
Bishops are its servants to glory in it, to defend and 
magnify it as Divine Providence 7m excelsis. In other 
words, Episcopacy is the usurping assumption of 
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sovereignty by divine right. Its greatest advance is 
seen in the Roman Catholic Church, but everywhere 
it is the same in kind and differs only in degree. 

One more point has to be added. Anotable High 
Churchman, witnessing before the Royal Commission 
on Ecclesiastical Discipline, said that if you have 
Episcopacy you must trust the Bishops, implying 
that there is no way of peace but in following wherever 
they may lead. A Canon of the Church, replying to a 
correspondent, once wrote, that the Bishops might 
wreck the Church, but he thought they would not. 


WHAT SHOULD BE DONE. 


Nothing but defeat can be expected for Protestantism 
under Episcopal polity. The Reformers and Puritans 
alike failed over Ritual and Doctrine when, as now, 
the fighting was under the banner of Episcopacy. 
When they made the prelatical power itself the direct 
object of attack they gained the victory ; Episcopacy 
was then recognised as the disease, the Ritual and 
Doctrine as its symptoms. 
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Duty and common sense now require that Episco- | y 


pacy itself, as a polity in Christendom, should be 
brought to open judgment. Episcopacy has never 


yet been subjected to searching comparative inquiry. 


regarding its effects on the individual as child and as 
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father ; nor on the class, fathers in collective spiritual] 
responsibility to the generation of tender years coming 
after. Nay more, the effect of Episcopacy on the 
parochial clergy in dividing their allegiance between 
the spirit of Episcopacy and the spirit of Democracy 
has never been looked into as it should. 

What can even the best of men do if the system 
they work under is bad ? Episcopacy is shy of attracting 
the layman’s nearer view, and thus escapes the inevit- 
able discovery that, as with every other form of cor- 
porate body, class, or caste, ““ the supreme and para- 
mount principle is to maintain its own power.” 


CHURCHMEN AND NONCONFORMISTS. 


The battlefield at present is wholly within the 
Church of England. She is divided against herself in 
civil warfare, Episcopalians against Episcopalians. 
Both sides arm for the strife with ecclesiastical and 
political weapons. Catholic Christendom from out- 
side is called in to help Catholicism; Protestant 
Churchmen set themselves against non-Episcopalian 
assistance. The struggle on the Protestant side is one 
of spiritual life and death, but the forces are unequally 
matched, and the better cause has the worse leading. 

The Nonconformist bodies have this grave national 
danger before their eyes. Like Paul at Stephen’s 
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martyrdom, they are passive witnesses of a great crime. 
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Protestantism within the Church is being done to [\ 


death. Regret may follow, but the dread of Episco- 
pacy’s snare is strong in those who have escaped and 
are free. 

Church Protestants hope for Courts of Law restored 
to life and use. Nonconformists say, disestablish 
the Church and be independent. In the meantime 
Episcopacy is free to work its Catholic ends unchecked. 


PROTESTANT, BATILE TACTICS. 


The chief bodies engaged in battle for the Pro- 
testant cause are twenty-three Protestant associations 
—all Church societies tied to the principle “‘ No Bishop, 
no Church.” They seem unconscious that this is 
the very superstition by which the Episcopal office, 
persons, pomps, power and property are all associated 
together to form a single image for religious veneration. 
Thus they give away the key of the situation, and 
reduce the warfare to endless skirmishing with indi- 
vidual law-breakers—bishops, vicars and others—in 
which there is everything to lose and nothing to gain 
for the main issue. 

Protestant Churchmen are silent regarding Lordship 
rule in the Church. Strangely indeed, whether from 


fear of disruption in the Church or from want of confi- 
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dence in themselves, the champions on their side have 
rather the manner of enemies who are to become lovers, 
though on the Catholic side the destruction of Pro- 
testantism is the direct and single object. 


Ont Holic BATILE TACTICS: 


Reviewing the tactics of the campaign we sce those 
on the side of Catholicism wiser in the worse cause. 


1. They keep the Nonconformists quiet by encou- - 
raging their hope of early Disestablishment. 


2. They paralyse the efforts of Church Evan- 
gelicals by keeping them to their blind belief that 
Episcopacy is a spiritual thing and essential to a 
Church. 

3. By the tenets of the Oxford Movement the 
Anglican Episcopate has been secured for Catho- 
licism. 

4. They sow seeds of deepening offence between 
the Evangelicals within the Church and those without 
by feeding the taste for rank, fashion, and formality 
in the one, and by imputing to the variety of denomi- 
nations in the other, doctrinal enmities which do 
not exist. 

5. They urge the Bishops to brotherhood and 
intercommunion with the Catholic Churches of 
transubstantiation and cognate superstitions, by 
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which to commit them beyond remedy to their 


anti-Protestant position. 


THE SITUATION AND CONCLUSIONS. 


Surely it is time for Evangelicals to reconsider their 
own methods for attaining the ultimate spiritual 
objects they have at heart. 

The Ecclesiastical Disorders Bill, which has been 
frequently introduced in Parliament, and the agitation 
for disestablishing the Church are measures alternative 
in character and uncertain as to general results. 
Neither of them has specifically in view any ultimate 
agreement between the two Evangelical bodies. If 
the Ecclesiastical Courts are strengthened, Disestab- 
lishment will be hindered if not defeated. If Dis- 
establishment obtains, Episcopacy will derive fresh 
strength. Protestant Churchmen will see no new 
reason for abolishing Episcopacy, and will find the 
power of their Bishops greater than ever before, by 
reason of having more freedom for joining hands with 
the Greek and Roman Catholic Churches. 

Shall we remain for ever blind ? Cannot both great 
sections of Protestantism—Conformist and Noncon- 
formist—see that while having at heart matters of 
Spirit they are fighting on lines of Statecraft only 
—a lower level where Superstition finds its greatest 


advantage ? 
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Parliament itself, viewing the questions impartially, 
naturally hesitates to take action. Some assurance 
of permanent advantage is demanded. Something 
satisfactory ahead has to be shown. Not a small 
thing, but a great settlement is wanted. Neither 
Churchmen nor Nonconformists have any answer to 
this. They have nothing with which to meet the 
aspirations of all Evangelicals for Protestant unity. 
Surely some unifying object should not be hard to find. 
Is not Episcopacy the cause of difference? Then 

“Challenge Episcopacy at all points, spiritual, philo- 
sophic, scientific, and historical. 

Church Protestants have already lost confidence in 
their Bishops; let them show less confidence in 
Episcopacy, which produces the Bishops. | Noncon- 
formists have experience of Episcopacy and non- 
Episcopacy ; let them show forth the pros and cons 
of the office under a world-wide sense of duty to their 
children and after generations. 

Episcopacy is no private property ofany Church. It 
is no offence in Christendom to challenge it by results 
anywhere and everywhere. The new danger in Christen- 
dom brought on by the reunion of all three branches or 

, sections of the historic Episcopate against Protestantism 
oh, is a trumpet-call to gather and prepare for great events. 

Episcopacy is the enemy and the historic Episcopate 
its embodiment. Challenge it ! Tye gr nee i | 
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Neither Churchmen nor Nonconformists can have 
any difficulty in extending their field of operations to 
include this question in their present separately chosen 
paths of activity in the Protestant cause. To do so 
would go far to advance mutual forbearance towards 
long-established prejudices on either side. Not only 
the Protestant religion but the liberties of our beloved 
land are in danger. 


HISTORICAL NOTES. 


The Report of the Royal Commission on Ecclesias- 
tical Discipline, 1906, commends the non-Episcopal 
Established Church of Scotland for its power of self- 
adjustment, a quality which the Report says ‘“‘is 
inherent in the conception of a living Church.” 
Scotland abolished Episcopacy as a State religion root 
and branch more than two centuries ago. 


The Lambeth Conference, 1908, on the subject of 
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Reunion, passed the following Resolution relating to 


the Greek Catholic Churches :— 


“62. The Conference is of opinion that it should 
be the recognised practice of the Churches of our 
Communion (1) at all times to baptize the children 
of members of any Church of the Orthodox Eastern 
Communion in cases of emergency, provided that 


there is a clear understanding that baptism should 
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not be again administered to those so baptized ; (2) 
at all times to admit members of any Church of the 
Orthodox Eastern Communion to communicate in 
our Churches, when they are deprived of the minis- 
trations of a priest of their own Communion, provided 
that (a) they are at that time admissible to Com- 
munion in their own Churches, and (0) are not 
under any disqualification so far as our own rules 
of discipline are concerned.” 


The Encyclopedia Britannica, article ‘‘ Eucharist,” 
says “‘ the Greek Church is at one with that of Rome 
with regard to transubstantiation and the sacrifice 
of the Mass.” 


The Root and Branch Petition to Parliament of 


Alderman Pennington, with 15,000 signatures, Decem- 


ber 11, 1640, reads as follows :— 
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“That whereas the Government of Archbishops 
and Lord Bishops, &c., hath proved prejudicial and 
very dangerous both to the Church and common- 
wealth . . . . We therefore most humbly pray 
and beseech this honourable assembly, the premises 
considered, that the said Government, with all its 
dependencies, roots, and branches, may be abolished.” 


On September 10, 1642, Parliament passed a Resolu- 


tion :— 
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“ That the Government of the Church of England 
by Archbishops, Bishops, their Chancellors and 
Commissionaires, Deans, and Deans and Chapters: 
Archdeacons, and other Ecclesiastical Officers, hath 
been found, by long experience, a great impediment 
to the perfect reformation and growth of Religion, 
and very prejudicial to the State and Government of 
this Kingdom ; and that the same should be taken 
away.” 


ATLAS. WORD, 


“ Milton’s high ideal for the Church of England was 
that of non-coercive Presbyterianism.”” To that ideal 
we must return if Protestantism is to be saved from 
the imminent peril to which it is now exposed. The 
doctrine, “‘ No Bishop, no Church,” cuts at the root of 
natural order, civiland religious. For by it Episcopacy 
obtains a position of authority enabling it to intercept 
the current of man’s divine altruism and to pervert 
its course to the non-natural and undivine purpose of 
Episcopal exaltation. 

The polity of our State followg the dictum, “ Trust 
in the People.” But Scotland has long done better 
by carrying out that democratic principle for Church 
as well as State. 

Scotland has led the way, and the non-Episcopal 
Church bodies have proved from experience that the 
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people are prudent in religious affairs when the 
polity is in their own hands. 

It is not in them to choose unworthy religious 
teachers for their families. 

Let us then hasten to settle the Episcopacy question 
in order that the people may no longer be defrauded 
of their spiritual liberty; may no longer escape the 
responsibilities of manhood for governing the affairs 
of their own Church; may no longer be driven to 
bring their children for religious teaching to the 
feet of those over whom they have no control by 
way of election, no power of expressing trust or mis- 


trust. 
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